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Study  Parameters 
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UNCERTAINTIES 

-  Water 

-  Energy 

-  Mass  Transportation 

-  Acceptance  of  high-density 
living 
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Alternative  Futures  ‘04 
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Conservation  Potential 


•  Recovery  Plan  Objectives 
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Associated  Products 


•  Air  Quality 

-  Assessment 

-  Predictive  Model 
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Environment  Vs.  Development 


When  it  is  impossible  to  find  a  reasonable  compromise  between  economic  development  and  environmental 
protection,  which  do  you  usually  believe  is  more  important:  economic  development  or  environmental 
protection? 


National  Environmental  Education  and  Training  Foundation 
The  Fifth  Annual  Survey  of  Adult  Americans 
December  1996 
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